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DETAILED ACTION 
Drawings 

The drawings are objected to because the shading of Figures 15-21 make it 
difficult to realize the subject matter being shown in the figures. Corrected drawing 
sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in reply to the Office action to 
avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet should 
include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if 
only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure number of an amended drawing 
should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure is to be canceled, the 
appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, and where necessary, 
the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate changes made to the brief 
description of the several views of the drawings for consistency. Additional replacement 
sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering of the remaining figures. Each 
drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an application must be labeled in the top 
margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If 
the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified and 
informed of any required corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the 
drawings will not be held in abeyance. 
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Claim Objections 

Claims 20 and 43 are objected to because of the following informalities: Claims 
20 and 43 recite the limitation "an Internet" and should recite "the Internet". Appropriate 
correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication In this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claimsl-2,4, 19-25, 27, 29, 42, 43 and 44 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Masters (US 2002/0006602). 

Regarding claim 1, Masters teaches: 

providing a room setting user interface comprising a plurality of available room 
settings (see at least: 0027, Fig. 2); 

obtaining a selected room setting from the user via the room setting user 
interface (see at least: 0027, Fig. 2); 

providing a product user interface comprising a plurality of available products 
(see at least: 0007-0009); 

obtaining a selected product from the user via the product user interface (see at 
least: 0007-0009); 
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providing a color user interface comprising a plurality of available colors for the 
selected product {see at least: 0002, 0006, 0028. Fig. 2); 

obtaining a selected color from the user via the color user interface (see at least: 
Fig. 4); and 

displaying a visualization of the selected product in the selected color in the 
selected room setting (see at least: Fig. 4, element 113; Fig. 1, element 196). 

Regarding claim 2, Masters teaches wherein the color user interface comprises 
a color wheel displaying the selected color and a plurality of colors related to the 
selected color {see at least: 0006, 0028, Fig. 2). The Examiner notes that the "color 
palette" of Masters constitutes a color wheel. 

Regarding claim 4, Masters teaches wherein the color user interface highlights 
colors that have matching products (see at least: 0006, 0028, Fig. 2). The Examiner 
notes that by displaying the colors in the color palette/selectable patterns that have 
available products the system is highlighting those colors. 

Regarding claim 19, Masters teaches wherein the computer-implemented 
method is implemented on a server that can be remotely accessed by the user over a 
network (see at least: 0024). 
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Regarding claim 20, Masters teaches wherein the network is an Internet (see at 
least: Fig. 7, element 16). 

Regarding claim 21, Masters teaches the method further comprising ordering 
the selected product in the selected color (see at least: 0041 ). 

Regarding claims 22, 27, 29, 42, 43 and 44, the limitations set forth in claims 
22, 27, 29, 42, 43, and 44 closely parallel the limitations of claims 1 -2, and 19-21 
respectively. Claims 22, 27, 29, and 42-44 are thereby rejected under the same 
rationale. 

Regarding claim 23, Masters teaches wherein the home decor product is a 
window covering (see at least: 0001 , 0002, 0031). 

Regarding claim 24, Masters teaches wherein the home decor product is an 
area mg (see at least: 0001 , 0002, 0028). The Examiner notes "floor coverings" 
constitutes an area rug. 

Regarding claim 25, Masters teaches wherein the home decor product is a 
carpet (see at least: 0001, 0002, 0028). The Examiner notes "floor coverings" 
constitutes carpet. 
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Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 3 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over IVIasters in view Blanchard et al. (US 2002/0089513, herein referred to as 
Blanchard). 

Regarding claims 3 and 28, Masters teaches all of the above and further 
teaches a color user interface (see at least: Fig. 2). Masters, however, does not teach 
the color user interface comprising color variation strips based on colors displayed in 
the color wheel. Blanchard teaches a color user interface comprising color variation 
strips based on colors displayed in the color wheel (see at least: Fig. 1 , 0083). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to have 
modified the invention of Masters to have Included the color user interface comprising 
color variation strips based on colors displayed in the color wheel as taught by 
Blanchard in order to provide a means for calculating harmonizing colors based on a 
reference color (see at least: Blanchard, abstract). 

5. Claims 6-13, 15-16, 31-38, and 40-41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Masters in view of Gordon (US 2002/0099725). 



Application/Control Number: 10/633,827 



Art Unit: 3625 



Page? 



Regarding claim 6, Masters teaches all of the above and teaches providing an 
expert system for selecting design treatments for rooms in a user's home (see at least: 
abstract). Masters, however, does not expressly teach where the room setting being 
manipulated is a photograph of the user's room setting, Gordon teaches where the 
room settings being manipulated are photographs of the user's room setting (see at 
least: 0031 , Fig. 3). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of invention to have modified the invention of Masters to have included where the 
room settings being manipulated are photographs of the user's room setting as taught 
by Gordon in order to allow a customer to easily view the selection that he or she has 
made and how it would look in the room on a computer before purchasing the selection 
(see at least: Gordon, 0031). 

Regarding claim 7, Masters further teaches wherein the user indicates a 
window location in the photographs using a pointing device (see at least: 0027). 

Regarding claim 8, Masters further teaches wherein the user indicates a 
plurality of window locations in the photograph using a pointing device (see at least: 
0027). 

Regarding claim 9, Masters further teaches wherein the displaying the 
visualization of the selected product in the selected color in the selected room setting 
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comprises displaying different selected products in different window locations (see at 
least: 0027-0028). The Examiner notes that the each treatment chosen (window, door, 
wall, etc.) are displayed in the locations chosen for each. 

Regarding claim 10, Masters further teaches wherein the displaying the 
visualization of the selected product in the selected color in the selected room setting 
comprises displaying different colors of the selected products in different window 
locations (see at least: 0027-0028). The Examiner notes that the products are displayed 
in the colors selected by the user in their respective chosen locations. 

Regarding claim 11, Masters teaches all of the above and teaches providing an 
expert system for selecting design treatments for rooms in a user's home (see at least: 
abstract). Masters, however, does not expressly teach wherein the photograph of the 
user's room setting is a digital photograph. Gordon teaches wherein the photograph of 
the user's room setting is a digital photograph (see at least: 0031 , Fig. 3). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to have modified 
the invention of Masters to have included wherein the photograph of the user's room 
setting is a digital photograph as taught by Gordon in order to allow a customer to easily 
view the selection that he or she has made and how it would look in the room on a 
computer before purchasing the selection (see at least: Gordon, 0031). 
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Regarding claim 12, Masters teaches all of the above and teaches providing an 
expert system for selecting design treatments for rooms in a user's home (see at least: 
abstract). Masters, however, does not expressly teach wherein the photograph of the 
user's room setting is a digital photograph. Gordon teaches wherein the digital 
photograph is stored on a digital camera and accessed from the digital camera (see at 
least: 0031 , Fig. 3). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of invention to have modified the invention of Masters to have included wherein the 
digital photograph is stored on a digital camera and accessed from the digital camera as 
taught by Gordon in order to allow a customer to easily view the selection that he or she 
has made and how it would look in the room on a computer before purchasing the 
selection (see at least: Gordon, 0031). 

Regarding claim 13, Masters teaches all of the above and teaches providing an 
expert system for selecting design treatments for rooms in a user's home (see at least: 
abstract). Masters, however, does not expressly teach wherein the digital photograph is 
stored on a disk accessible by the computer on which the method is implemented. 
Gordon teaches wherein the digital photograph is stored on a disk accessible by the 
computer on which the method is implemented (see at least: 0031 , Fig. 3). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to have 
modified the invention of Masters to have included wherein the digital photograph is 
stored on a disk accessible by the computer on which the method is implemented as 
taught by Gordon in order to allow a customer to easily view the selection that he or she 
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has made and how it would look in the room on a computer before purchasing the 
selection (see at least: Gordon. 0031). 

Regarding claims 15 and 16, Masters teaches all of the above and further 
teaches a stand alone/local terminal for carrying out the above method (see at least: 
0024). Masters, however, does not expressly show wherein the method is implemented 
on a portable computer and wherein the portable computer is a laptop computer 
Gordon teaches wherein the method is implemented on a portable computer and 
wherein the portable computer is a laptop computer {see at least: Fig. 3). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to have modified 
the invention of Masters to have included wherein the method is implemented on a 
portable computer and wherein the portable computer is a laptop computer as taught by 
Gordon in order to allow a customer to easily view the selection that he or she has 
made and how it would look in the room on a portable computer before purchasing the 
selection (see at least: Gordon, 0031). 

Regarding claim 31-38, the limitations set forth in claims 31-38 closely parallel 
the limitations of claims 6-13. Claims 31-38 are thereby rejected under the same 
rationale. 
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Regarding claim 40-41, the limitations set forth in claims 40^1 closely parallel 
the limitations of claims 15-16. Claims 40-41 are thereby rejected under the same 
rationale. 

6. Claims 5, 17-18, and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Masters in view of Lambertsen (US 2002/0024528). 

Regarding claims 5 and 30, Masters teaches all of the above and further 
teaches creating personalized room settings (see at least: Fig. 1-2). Masters, however, 
does not teach where a selected room setting is a pre-stored glamour photograph. 
Lambertsen teaches selecting pre-set images (i.e. pre-stored glamour photograph) for 
manipulation (see at least: 0015). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of invention to have modified the invention of Masters to have 
included pre-stored glamour photographs as taught by Lambertsen in order to provide 
pre-set images that do not require features to be outlined by the user (see at least: 
Lambertsen, 0015). 

Regarding claims 17-18, Masters teaches all of the above and further teaches 
selecting and placing objects in a room setting (see at least: Fig. 1-4). Masters, 
however, does not teach wherein the selected product is translucent and wherein the 
level of transparency is adjustable by the user Lambertsen teaches wherein the 
selected product is translucent and wherein the level of transparency is adjustable by 
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the user {see at least: 0042). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of invention to have modified the invention of Masters to have included 
wherein the selected product is translucent and wherein the level of transparency is 
adjustable by the user as taught by Lambertsen in order to provide an easy means for 
creating a digitally enhanced image from an uploaded photograph while allowing the 
user to adjust opacity/transparency to suit their viewing needs (see at last: Lambertsen, 
abstract, 0042). 

7. Claims 14 and 39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Masters in view of Nardozzi et al. (US 6,636,837, herein referred to as 
Nardozzi). 

Regarding claims 14 and 39, Masters teaches all of the above and further 
teaches providing a terminal for use with the method of Masters (see at least: 0024). 
Masters, however, does not expressly teach wherein a touch screen is used to obtain 
user input. Nardozzi teaches wherein a touch screen is used to obtain user input (see at 
least: Fig. 1; col. 4, lines 63-66). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of invention to have modified the invention of Masters to have 
included wherein a touch screen is used to obtain user input as taught by Nardozzi in 
order to allow a user to enter information simply by touching the appropriate region of 
the display (see at least: col. 4, lines 63-66). 
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8. Claims 23-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Masters. 

Regarding claims 23-26, Masters teaches wherein the home decor product is a 
window covering, an area rug, and a carpet but does not expressly show where the 
home decor product is a throw pillow. These differences, however, are only found in the 
nonfunctional descriptive material and are not functionally involved in the steps recited. 
The method steps would be performed the in the same manner regardless of the type of 
home decor product, be it window coverings, carpet, area rugs, drapes, blinds, curtains, 
furniture, etc. Thus, this descriptive material will not distinguish the claimed invention 
from the prior art in terms of patentability, see In re Gulack, 703 F.2d 1381, 1385, 217 
USPQ 401, 404 (Fed. Cir. 1983); In re Lowry, 32 F.3d 1579, 32 USPQ2d 1031 (Fed. 
Cir. 1994). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to include throw pillows as home decor products 
because such data does not functionally relate to the steps in the method claimed and 
because the subjective interpretation of the data does not patentably distinguish the 
claimed invention. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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• US 202/0010655 to Kjallstrom discloses an interactive, real-time, product display 
system 

• PTO 892 Reference U discloses a web service for interior design and building 
planning 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to William J. Alien whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
1443. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 AM to 5:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor. Rob Pond can be reached on (571) 272-6760. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

William J. Allen 
Patent Examiner 
March 24, 2006 



